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MEMOBRANDUM FOR: Dirsctor of Cantrel hitslligence

SUBJECT: Logislative Steps Necessary foer Enactment of 5. 1038
{Conatitutions] Kights of Federal Employees!

1. The following points may be useful as background for s
discussion with Senstor Ervin on the above sabject,

2. Before belng enacted iato law, 3. 1235 must:
3. be reported out by the Henderscen Subcommities;

b. be reperted oul Ly the fell House Post Clfice and
Civil Service Commities;

¢. Yo given a priority position on the House Calendar.
Hormally legisiation le placed on the Calendar in the order in
which it is reporisd tc the Ecuse. For any llex to be advanced
bayond its sormal position on the Calendar, the Rules Committee
roust report & reselution which in tarn must be psssed by a
majority of the full House. la present circumstances it appears
unlikely thet the Rules Conimittes would recommend £, 1038
for o sulliciently high priority on the Calendar to parmit its
pasange during this session.

4. be passed by the House;

#. §f smended by the House, sither be passed by the
Sanate with amendivests, or go i2 & csafersnce commniites of
Senate and House representstives. Fouse reprsaentatives in
such & committee are appointed by the Speaker and Senate
raprassntatives by the Presidivg Offlcer, Normelly
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recommendations of the respective chairmen of the conunitisss
hardling the bill govers the desigration of conferees. We would
sxpect thet Seantors Eastland (vho veted agaiast the bill} and
Ervin, and Repressntative Heondersen would b# included among
the conferess.

i. be sigoed by tae Pregident.
3. Possible future developments:

a. the House might report out asd pass the bill without
samandwmenta,

b. the House might amend Section & (whick deals with
sxempiions) by broadenieg the presant provisions, parhaps
authorising the Presidest to designats agencies and fanctions
to which the bill should aot apply,

€. the House might strike out all but the enabling clause
of £,1035 and substitute for thae ratnainder the provisions of
H. R. 17769 (the Herderses bill), pezhaps with broadensd
sxamptivns. (Senator Ervin has publicly stated he would not
aceept this solution, )

4. Tke Benderson Subcomsnittos rwight continue
kearings sod delay preparation of a, report uatil the bill dies
with sdjournmaent of the Coagress. (This is the course favored
by our friends o= the House bubeonumities, such 28 Hendersos
and Derwisek, and see:us to oifes o Iair chance of success. ;

| ¢. Senstor Ervis muight atisch his bill se & rider to
iegislation ender conaldezatics by the Secate {other than an
spprepriation bill ) already passed by the House and which the
House strongly favors.

SIGNEL

JOHN M. MAURY
Legislstive Counsel

Distribution:
Criginal - D1
1-2DCE

égpg}%g’d For Release 2007/03/06 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000100080002-7

2




25X1A

25X14
25X1£

\

P -

PET ' Q4C-69 L0378

Approved For Release 2007/03/06 ggﬁ- P71B00364R00649008000, S
Bxecclive Hegwtny
CF 397F
28 June 1968

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Meeting with Mr. Robert Michaels, Staff Member, House
Appropriations Subcominittee

1. At the Director's request I met today with Bob Michaels to
talk about our Fiscal Year 1969 budget. Jack Maury accompanied me.

2. Ireferred to the discussion which Jobhn Clarke had with Bob
yesterday in which Bob had indicated off the record that the Subcom-~

25X1A

mittee might reduce ocur budget request by approximately |

Itold Bob that, while our budget subrnission was not fat, we fully
sxpected to take our fair share of the: reduction in expendi-
tures in Fiscal Year 1969. Our concern is that both the Congress
and the Bureau of the Budget will want to take credit for these cuts
and we can't take them twice. Bob aaid that he recognized that there
was this danger, but went on to say that it was clearly not the intent
of Congress that this be the case. In other words, the total reduction
from the President's request, regardless of whether the reductions

are made by the Congress or the President, is expected to be

3. In discussing the problem further, Bob said that he thought
the Congress would be quite specific as to where they wanted New
Obligational Authority {(NOA) reduced (which, incidentally, is to be
re - but that they would not be specific as to where
th reduction in expenditures was to take place, leaving
this to the President's discretion. Even though in our case there is

no difference between NOA and expenditures, the risk, however
great or amall, remains.

4. Bob recognized also that, depending on how the President
wants to play the personnel reduction, we could have further trouble.
More specifically, since we are already below our 30 June 1966
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ceiling, we would be all right if the Fresident lets us alone. If he
insiste that, notwithatanding our favorable aituation, we {ill only
three of every four vacancies, we could be in trouble. Bob seemed
completely sympathetic to our asituation and sald that he would ensure
that the Subcommittee fully understocd it also,

5. I requested that in the letter which they write on our appro-
priations they include some language which would give us as much
protection as possible. Bob said that he certainly would try to do
thie, but he could not predict what the sentiments of the Subcommittee
might be. He went on to say that they were not bullding any kind of
fence around DIA or NSA; in fact, he anticipated the Subcommittee
would take a fairly sizeable chunk of money from their appropriationa.
He was therefore not sure that they would be willing to, as he put it,
"build a fence around CIA.'" I repeated my request that he give us as
much protection as possible, and he assured me that he would do the 25X A
best he could.

6. I then told Bob about the USIE action yesterday on |
25X1A and told him that I was concerned about his admonition to John Clarke
‘ that we might not be able to start any new projects. He said that it was
clear from the Conference Report that in general this would be the case
for the duration of the continuing resolution and that our best bet was

to make sure that we had something going during Fiscal Year 1968 so
that it would not be tagged as a brand new project. I asked him if
people who were researching the project, planning for it, or doing

site surveys and this sort of thing would qualify. He seemd to think

it would and, in fact, encouraged me to dredge up anything I could to
support the contention that the project was already under way on some
scale during Fiscal Year 1968, He said that, in effect, this restrictive
language would be only for the duration of the continuing resolution and
that inless we should have to get a Reserve release before 3 August

we would probably not have any problem.

7. Bob went on to say that they hoped to wrap up the Defense
appropriation bill before the adjournment or recess now scheduled
for 3 August. He seemed to be reasonably optimistic that this could
be done unless there is a filibuster over something like the President's
recent Supreme Court nominations, in which case the biii%uldn't get

through the Congress until September at the earliest. §
o
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cc: D/PPB L. K. White -
Legielative Counsel Executive Director- ptroller
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